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DETAILED ACTION 
i> This action is in response to Applicant's request for continued examination. Claims i- 
76 are presented for further examination. 

2> This is a non final rejection. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
3> A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set foi'th in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant 
to 37 CFR 1.114, Applicant's submission filed on 12.6.05 has been entered. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
4> Claims 7-9, 11-13, 24-29 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 
5> Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 10, 14-23 and 30-76 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. . 

6> Claims 1-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 

failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

a. Specifically, the independent claims suffer from a lack of proper antecedent 

basis: "providing a connection manager to facilitate the interface between the interface 

module.,." [italics supplied]. The independent claims only disclose that there is a port 

module configured to interface between the interface module and the data souxxe but 

the claim does not establish that there necessarily is any interface between the port 

module and the interface module. Additionally, the use of "intei'face" in "...configured 

to interface.,." is a verb, not a noun, as it is used in the context of the deficient 

limitation: "...to facilitate the interface between...". Thus, the independent claims 

suffer irom a lack of proper antecedent basis and the dependent claims are rejected as 

a result of their dependence on those claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may act be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section [02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
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person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

i> Claims 1-6, 10, 14-23, 30-32, 34-56, 58-62 and 64-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over by Polizzi et al, U.S Patent Publication No. 2002I0023158 ["Polizzi"] 
in view of Brendel et al, U.S Patent No. 5,774.660 ["Brendel"]. 

7> Regarding claims 35 and 64-67, Polizzi discloses a method, apparatus and program 
product (hereinafter a "system") comprising: 

providing at least one interface module to interface with a remote application (115, fig. 

i); 

providing port module to interface between interface module and data source (service 
agent, 130, fig. i); 

providing a connection manager to facilitate between the interface module and port 
module (service broker (125) Fig.i; J 4, 6 and 21). 

Polizzi does not expressly disclose connecting directly the intei-face module and the 
port module for communicating independently from the connection manager in subsequent 
communications, 

8> Brendel discloses a system whereby a load balancer is responsible for facilitating 
between a user and a remote application such as a server [Figure 6]. After the connection has 
been facilitated, the user and the remote application may connect directly with one another 
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allowing subsequent communications from the server to be sent to the user such that the load 
balancer is bypassed [column 9 «lines i8'2i»]. 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify Polizzi's system 
to incorporate Brendel's teachings; that is, to enable direct communications between Polizzi's 
network interface and agents, bypassing the service broker, to reduce the amount of 
bandwidth that must flow through the broker [see Brendel, column 9 «lines 6o-64»]. Such a 
modification in Polizzi's system would provide substantial improvement in Polizzi's service 
broker, as evidenced by the reduction in workload of Brendel's load balancer. Polizzi's service 
broker and Brendel's load balancer are analogous as they both responsible for establishing 
connections between user and remote applications [see Polizzi, 0021 & Brendel, column 6 
«lines 25'26»]. 

9> Regarding claims i, 16, 18, 29, 53'55, 58-61, 68-69, 7i'72 and 74-75, Polizzi discloses 
method, apparatus and program product (hereinafter a "system") comprising: 

providing at least one interface module to interface with a remote application (115, fig. 

0; 

providing port module to interface between interface module and data source (service 
agent, 130, fig. i); 

providing a connection manager to facilitate between the interface module and port 
module (service broker (125) Fig.i; 5 4, 6 and 21). 
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By disclosing the inventive concept of having directly output report from back-end 
server to a user in accordance v^ith previously presented SQL (525), Polizzi inherently 
discloses establishing direct connection between the interface module and the port module. 

Polizzi does not expressly disclose connecting directly the interface module and the 
port module for communicating independently from the connection manager in subsequent 
com munications. 

io> Brendei discloses a system whereby a load balancer is responsible for facilitating 
between a user and a remote application such as a server [Figure 6]. After the connection has 
been facilitated, the user and the remote application may connect directly with one another 
allowing subsequent communications from the server to be sent to the user such that the load 
balancer is bypassed [column 9 «lines i8-2i»]. 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify Polizzi^s system 
to incorporate Brendei's teachings; that is, to enable direct communications between Polizzi's 
network interface and agents, bypassing the service broker, to reduce the amount of 
bandwidth that must flow through the broker [see Brendei, column 9 «lines 6o-64»]. Such a 
modification in Polizzi's system would provide substantial improvement in Polizzi*s service 
broker, as evidenced by the reduction in workload of Brendei's load balancer. Polizzi*s service 
broker and Brendei's toad balancer are analogous as they both responsible for establishing 
connections between user and remote applications [see Polizzi, 0021 & Brendei, column 6 
«lines 25'26»]. 
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n> Regarding claims 2, 19 and 36, conventionally, initialization is required in for resetting 
or restarting computer hardware or software, thereby Polizzi, inherently teaches 
initialization of service broker at least at the time of starting the program. 

12> Regarding claims 3, 22, 39 and 40, Polizzi discloses establishing connection between 
the connection manager and the port module (Polizzi's broker communicates with service 
agent). 

I3> Regarding claims 4, 10, 14-15, 23, 30-32, 41-42, 48-52, 56-57, 62, 70, 73 and 76, Polizzi 
discloses the service agents appear on web client as objects, which inherently include object 
identifiers, and upon selection of one of the service agents or objects, the selected service 
agent can process job, e.g., SQL, and return the job or SQL report directly to the user (y 4, 6, 
21 and 25). The teaching implied direct connection between web client and agent. 

I4> Regarding claims 5-6, 20-21 and 37-38, Polizzi discloses its' portal includes 
authentication server for authenticate web client (523, 24, 30, 36, 40). 

I5> Regarding claims 17 and 34, as discussed in claim i, since the report of the job or SQL 
can be send directly to web client, after the web client post the request on ad hoc or 
predetermined schedule (525-26), This also implied disconnection between web client and 
service agent. 
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i6> Regarding claims 43^47, Polizzi discloses parameters are arranged in hierarchical 
relation (Fig, 3-5). 

I7> Claims 33, 57 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Polizzi and Brendel. 

i8> Claims 33, 57 and 63 fully or partially reiterate claims 18 or 35 for supporting a 
duplicate part, i.e., port and interface modules. Although Polizzi may have disclosed a single 
web client, however, making a plurality of web client is merely duplicate part, which the 
court held that it has no patentable significance unless a new and unexpected result is 
produced, In re Harza^ 274 F.2d 669, 124 USPQJ78 (CCPA i960). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday [7:00 AM to 5:00 PM], 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272.3913. The fax phone number 
for tlie organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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